ABSTRACT. We give three new partition theorems of the classical Rogers-Ramanujan type which are very much in the style of MacMahon. These are a continuation of four theorems of the same kind given recently by the second author. One of these new theorems, very similar to one of the original Rogers-Ramanuj anMacMahon type theorems is as follows: Let C(n) denote the number of partitions of n into parts congruent to zb2, ±3, ±4, ±5, ±6, ±7 
Introduction, notations and the main results.
In the theory of partitions we find a number of identities which state that for each positive integer n the partitions of n with parts restricted to certain residue classes are equinumerous with the partitions of n on which certain difference conditions are imposed. Among the most striking results of this type are the Rogers-Ramanuj an identities. These were stated combinatorially by P. A. MacMahon as follows (1, Theorems 364, 365, p. 291):
1.1. The number of partitions ofn into parts with minimal difference 2 equals the number of partitions of n into parts which are congruent to ±1 (mod 5).
The number of partitions of n with minimal part 2 and minimal difference
2 equals the number of partitions of n into parts which are congruent to ±2 (mod 5).
Recently, Hirschhorn [2] using some of the Slater's identities [4] proved four theorems of the Rogers-Ramanujan type. Later, using the same identities of Slater, Subbarao [3] This is very much analogous in structure to (1.1).
The object of this paper is to prove the following theorem: 
It is worthwhile to remark here that (1.4) is an analogue to (1.2), in the same manner as (1.3) is to (1.1).
We shall also prove two more identities stated below: 
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The theorem follows immediately once we recall the following identity of Slater [4, (86) , p. 161]:
2.3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.6. Let //,(«) denote the number of partitions of n of the type described in the second part of the theorem. By the usual argument it can be shown that The theorem follows immediately once we note that the right-hand side of (2.3.1) equals ( -q; q)^ in view of the following identity due to Slater [4, (9) 
